
Stephanie Kost 

From: John Dyke Ijdyke@whoi.edu] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Wednesday, October 29,2003 4:25 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Corrmissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernatb], 

I am writing. to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast flag'' 
technology €or digital television. As .a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
poiicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electroiiics miist be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of ZTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
func t-ionality . 

If t.& FCC issues 3 broadcast flag mandate,+I %auld actually'be less likely to make 3n 
investment ir. DTV-capable recei-lers and other equipment. I w i l l .  not pay more for devices 
':hat Limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do :lot mandate broadcast fl-ag 
techo:!.o.n for dj.gital television. Thaxk yo[: For your tims. 

Sir.cerely, 

John Dyke 
16 W. Falmouth Hwy 

Falmouth, MA 02540 
USA 

APE. 22 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Allan Oepping [allan+eff @ pacificwebworks.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 3:47 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for.digita1 television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, cornpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studioa to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment wili enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create.. This will result. in products that,don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
.?Tinct ionality . 
Zf the FCC! .iscues d broadcssr flag mandate, I would actual::.y be lass likzly to make En 
investment in DTTi-capable receivers an2 ot:.ier equipmect. I w ~ l l  iiot pay more fur devices 
that limit my riyhts at the behest sf Bollflood. Please do not  mandate broadcast fl.ag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

.411an Oepping 
4470 S Wallace Lane 
Salt Lake City, UT 84124 
IT SA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Gordon Tallman [gtallmanl I @cox.net] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 334 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 2 9 ,  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice m y  opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technolcgy for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such.a 
policy.would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
funct.ionality . 
If.the FCC issues.a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
.investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not gay more for devices 
t.hat limit my rights at the behest of Holliywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology f o r  digital tel.evisj.on. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Gordon 'Tallman 
350 North Harriosn 
#1103 
Tucson, AZ 85749 
LEA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Martin Thomas [martin.thomas@ericsson.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 3:18 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios'to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like ne actually want, and it could result in me being charged.more money for inferior 
functional j. ty . 

If the FCC issues a broadcast .flag xLandate,.I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay nore for devices 
that limit~my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your t.ime. 

Sincerely, 

Martin Thomas 
fi24 Seminole Trl 
Allen, TX 75002 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Justin Chapman [false404@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 29,2003 3:iO PM 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29,  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the.ultimate adoption of.DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
,ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more.money for inferior 
functionality . 

I€ r.hz FCC issues a hroadcast flag mandate, I would actually.be less likely to make an 
in-c?stment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Siiicerely, 

,Justin Chapman 
8520  W. Entiat Ave 
Kennewick, WA 99336 
USA 
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Steohanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Wayne lndyk [wasrnax@yahoo.corn] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 226 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what.new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result .in me being charged more money for inferio'r 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Wayne Indyk 
4711 Trumbull, Apt. 1 
Detroit, MI 48208 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

scott morgan [tiger@gbta.net] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 2:15 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Xollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Scott morgan 
816 south iowa ave 
Ness City, KS 67560 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

FritrAttawaya mpaa.org 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 2:15 PM 
KAQuinn 
Letter from Jack Valenti re Broadcast Flag 

SI letter to Powell 
re broadca ... 

Chairman Powell, 

Attached please find an electronic copy of a letter from Jack Valenti regarding 
the Broadcast Flag. 

Sincerely, 

Fritz Attaway 

CCJV letter to Powell re broadcast flag 10-29-03.pdf>> 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Gabriel lovino [giacorno@greenrain.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 29,2003 11:45 AM 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 2 9 ,  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DW- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make ax 
investment In DTV-capable receivers and other equi:>ment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Gabriel Iovino 
1750 North Range Rd 
Apt D-104 
Bloomington, IN 47408 
USA 
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From: neil messick [neilrmessick@ yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 29,2003 11:26 AM 
To: Michael Copps 
Subject: I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption.of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the.studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If rhe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate; I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that Simit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do Lot mAndate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

neil messick 
630 groff ave 
Slizabethtown, PA 17022 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Senk 
To: 
Subject: 

Victor Works [vworks@evl.net] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 11:15 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wricing to voice my opposition to any FCC--mar,dated adoption of "broadcasr flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate,adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
Sike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality . 
if the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipmelit. i will not pay more for devices 
that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology f@r digits1 television. Thank you for yoiir time. 

Sincerely, 

Victor Works 
1118 Oak Lane 
Ouinlan. TX 75474 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Pelland [dave@davepelland.corn] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 1025 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. 4s a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manu€acturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers; Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception.equipment will enable the .studios to tel1,technoloyists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 

functionality. 

If the SCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likePy to make an 
Investm-at.in DTV-capab1.e receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that 1irnit.n~ rights at the behest of Ho!.lywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for d.igital television. Thank you.for your time. 

Sincerely, 

David Pelland 
3 Laconia Lane 
Milford, CT 06460 
USA 

.. . like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jeremy Bell [lordhas@hotrnail.corn] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 10:21 AM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, W 
Washington, D.C.  20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any PCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less iikely to make an 
investment in DTV--capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hoilywoocl. Please do nat rna.ndate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jeremy Bell 
3071 S Co Rd 2 5 0 E  
New Castie, IN 47362 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Alex Bevilacqua [alex.bevilacqua@ sympatico.ca] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 10:03 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Msndate for Digital Television 

October 2 0 ,  2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Jonathan Adelstein. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digitsl television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel srroiigly t.hat such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV: 

A robust, competitive market for consumer flectrouics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologbts what new~proctucts they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could resdt in m.e being charged more money for icferior 
5inc.tionali ty. 

.If t.he FCC issues a broadcast flag maildate, I would actually~bo less likely to make an 
investment <.n DTr7-capab1.e rec2ivers; and other squipment.. I will not pay more foz devi-es 
!-.hat :.init ivy rights at th,? behest of tIo1lyworBd. Please do not mandate .brGadc.cast. flay 
techno1,ogy ;or digical television. Thank you for ~ O . I L  time 

S.Ln=erely, 

Alex Bevll.acqua 
1.6 Cosburn Ave 
E a u t  Yo?-k ,  OM M4K 2E7 
Canada 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Keith Menard [kmmenard@cox.net] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Wednesday, October 29, 2003 8:49 AM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mancate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to sny FCC-mandaced adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. A s  a con,sumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive narket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception.equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me baing charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

? f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
invescment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I w i l l  not pay more f3r devices 
that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollydood. Please do mt mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for ycur time. 

Sincerely, 

Keith Menard 
15110 Newport Ave 
Omaha, NE 68116 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: aop4shirley@juno.com 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: DEMlNSKl & DOYLE SHOW 

Wednesday, October 29,2003 8:36 AM 
Michael Copps; KM KJMWEB; Michael Powell; Kathleen Abernathy; Commissioner Adelstein 

Shirley Nuno 
1185 Lincoln Ave. 
Palo Alt0,CA 94301 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St, S.W. 
Complaints and Political Programming Branch 
Enforcer.ient Division, Mass Media Bureau 
Washington, DC 20554 

This is a formal PROTEST to each of the 5 members of the Federal Communications Commission 
concerning the recent 4-1 vote to fine Detroit radio station WKRK a mere $27,500 for the 
Jan. 9, 2002  broadcast of the Uoeminski & Doyle Show.3 

I have read an extensive transcript of this broadcast provided by tne Parents Television 
Council [provided below], and it is clear that this.broadcast constit.uted prolonged, 
flagrant, reckless and irresponsible indecency. 

'Phis statio113 license should be revoked. 

1: agree with FCC Commissioner Michael Copps that a fine of just $27,500 is a inere Uslap on 
the wristCAL!especiall.- considering the vast financial assets of 'NKRKns corporate parents, 
infinity Sroadcaoting and Viacom. 

To these corporations, $27.500 is an insignificant amount of noney and therefore no 
deterrent against future indecent broadcasts. 

Infinity has already paid more than $1.5 million in previous FCC indecency fines, and yet 
its stat-ions such as WKRK continue to spew such indecency. 

This new Cslap on the wristCl fine will do nothing to reduce broadcast indecency. In fact, 
the FCC would be giving WKRK and other stations an implicit ngreen light] to continue 
broadcasting gross indecency without fear of the consequences. 

As a tax-paying citizen whose interests the FCC is supposed to serve by enforcing the 
Federal law against broadcast indecency, I DEMAND: 

0 That the FCC immediately convene a new hearing to consider revocation of WKRKUs 
broadcast license; 

r ~I That you vote FOR revocation of the license at such hearing; 

And that each of you notify me, personally, of the action you have taken in this 8- I 
case and will take in other cases of broadcast indecency to enforce the law. The days of 
ignoring broadcast indecency and non-enforcement of the law at the FCC must endLNOW!. 

r~ 

Sincerely, 

Shirley Nuno 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Bruce Teer [dcman2003@aol.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 8:16 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I a n  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
tecnnology for dis-ital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
'ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie sLudios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell~technologists what new.products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for i n f e x i o r  
funitionality. 

If the ?CI: issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lass likely to make an 
in'Jest@ient in 9TV-capat.de reczivers and other equipment. I will not. pay inore for .devices 
r h t  l i m L t  my rights at the behest of Hollywcod. ?lease dc nor. mandate 5ro3.rlcast flag 
technology for di.gita1 tel.evi.sion. Thank ysu for your tim=. 

SincereLy, 

Bruce Veer 
3 6 6 0  South State Road 15 
Nabash, IN 46992 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Christopher Nelson [cnelsonll @wi.rr.corn] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 6:15 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Eear Kathleen Abernathy, 

T am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in man-dfacturers' 
ability to inncvate for their customers. Aliowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the.studkos to tell. technologists what'new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actuallywant, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wouldactually be less likdly to make an 
investment in DTWcapable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more f?r devices 
that limit'my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank ycu for your rime. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Nelson 
1352 W Sunset Kd Apt 320 
Port Washington, WI 53071 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David E Carro!i [d.b.c.public@rco.coml 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 3:49 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption 01 "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As 3 consumsr and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultin.ate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. .This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and ic could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

if the FCC issues a hroadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lsss likely to make an 
investment .in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devicos 
that Limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please 3.3 not mandate.broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you €OK your time: 

Sincerely, 

David B Carroll 
3 2  Partridge Road 
Lexington, MA 02420 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Robert Brarnmer [rrnbram2@ uky.edu] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 1259 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28,  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I ani writkg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandatsd adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology €or digital tel.evi.sion. As a consumer and citizen, ' I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be.rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what.new products ciiey 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result ill me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC i.ssues a broadcas; flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more Eo1 devicss 
that ;hit r!y rights at the behest of IIollywood.. Please do n o t  mandate.broadcast 51s: 
technol.,gy for digital television. Thank yo0 for your time.. . .  

Sincereiy, 

Robert Bramner 
43.3 E. Maxwell, APT. A 
Lexington, KY 4C5Ua 
tJSA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Brian Greenberg [bjg@acm.org] 
Sent: 
To: Michael Copps 
Subject: 

Wednesday, October 29,2003 12:14 AM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28,  2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, .consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of UTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
recaption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 

functionality. 

if the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually he less likely to make an 
invesrmant-in IYTV-capable receivers and other equipment. i will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollydood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital tflevision. Thank you for your tlime. 

Sincerely, 

Drian Greenberg 
4135 Hcdson Drive 
Hoffman Estates, IL 60195 
USA 

.like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

richard hopkins [hoppya bigpond.net.au] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 11 :58 PM 
MichaeiCopps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28,  2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 

' ' reception equipment will enable the studios 'to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leas likely t@ make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
techi~ology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

richard hopkins 
52 lawless drive 
cranbourne, 3977 
Australia 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Ryan Mahoney [tyan@flowlabs.com] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 11 :35 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technoiogy for digital television. As a consumer and zitizen, I feel strongly that.such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
rec:eption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality . 
If the FCC issues n broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less I.ikely to make an 
investment i.n DTil-capable receivers and other oquipment. I will not pay mare for devices 
chat limit xy rights at the behest of Hollywocd. Please do not mandatr.broadcast flag 
technology for digit-al. television. Thank you for your xime. 

Sincerely, 

Ryan Mahoney 
25-31 44th St. Apt 2 R  
Astoria, NY 11103 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Peter Chludil [pchludil@ hotmail.com] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 11 :29 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology far digital television. As a consumer'and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy, would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. ,Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists.what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me,actually want, and it could result in me bei.ng charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC 
investment 
that limit 
technology 

issues a broadcast flag mandaze, T would actually be lezs likely to make an 
in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will cot pay nore for devices 
my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do no? mandate Droadcast flng 
for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Peter Chludil 
12050 Baumgartner Rd 
Saint Charles, MI 48655 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Stephen McNicholas [mcnicholas @ mail.com] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 11:02 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my apposition to any FCC-mandated a2oprrion of "broadcast,flag". 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products chey 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could resu1t.h me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

if the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would accualljr be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will n.ot pay more €or devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not :nandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital celevision. Thank you for your tl -me. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen McNicholas 
711 ne tudor rd 
Lees Summit. MO 64086 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Lynn Jennings (lmjennings44094@yahoo.com] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 10:17 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, .W 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

"ear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any ECC-martdateu ad0pti.m of '.'broadcast flag" 
technology f'sr digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen. I feel strongly chat such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of .DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrcnics musc Le rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto.features of DTV- 
.reception equipment will enable.the studios to tell technologists'what new products they ~' 

can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
l-ke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If ths 4CC issues a broiidcast flag maridate, 1 would astually.be less likely to make an 
investm?nt in DTV-cap.3blii receivers arid ether e,quipmfnt.. I WilL nct. pay more .Eor devices 
t1i::t limit my rights zit the behest of Hol1.ywccd. 2ieasr do not xiaridate 5roadcasr. flag 
cechnolocrj f o r  digital tale.vision. '."hank you t,or your time.' . ' 

Sincerep>-, 

Lynn Jennj.ngs 
6 3 9 5  San Igiiacio Ave. 
San Jose.. CA 95119 
USA 

. .  
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